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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claims 13-15 are objected to because the "a sealing element" (claim 13, line 4) is 
inferentially recited. Additionally, there is no proper antecedent basis for "said sealing 
element" (claims 14 and 15, lines 1 and 2). 

To the extent the claims are definite and a positive recitation of the structure, it appears 
that the following prior art rejection is proper. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that 
the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 
Specifically, the disclosure fails to teach any specific structure for controlling the device "by one 
of the printing or finishing unit and the printing machine". 



Application/Control Number: 10/500,132 
Art Unit: 2854 



Page 3 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 9, 10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Buschulte et al. (US 5,797,326). 

With respect to claim 9, Buschulte et al. teaches a device for dusting a printed sheet 
having a nozzle 40 for blowing powder 2 onto the sheet and an impression cylinder or a 
conveyor cylinder 12 which is disposed to receive the sheet from the printing and moves the 
printed sheet past the nozzle as shown in Fig. 1 la. With respect to claim 10, Buschulte et al. 
teaches the conveyor cylinder which is directly after the sheet guide cylinder or the transport 
cylinder 19 as shown in Figs. 11a and 1 lb. With respect to claim 12, the device of Buschulte et 
al. is inherently controlled by the printing press since Buschulte et al. teach the "method for 
applying spacing material to a sheet printed by a printing press" (Buschulte et al., col.l lines 55- 
62). 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1 1 and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Buschulte et al. (US 5,797,326) in view of Jackson et al. (US 6,843,763). 

With respect to claims 13-15, Buschulte et al. teaches a device for dusting a printed sheet 
having substantially the structure as recited. Buschulte et al. does not clearly teach the conveyor 
cylinder which has a receptacle which is substantially sealed by a sealing element. Jackson et 
al. teaches the conveyor cylinder 90 which has a receptacle (no numeral reference) which 
contains the sheet gripper 80 and is sealed by a sealing element 92 as shown in Fig.3 of Jackson 
et al. In view of the teaching of Jackson et al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the conveyor cylinder ofBuschulteet al. by substituting the conveyor 
cylinder as taught by Jackson et al. for ensuring optimal print quality of the printed sheets in 
place of the conveyor 12 of Buschulte et al. With respect to claim 11, the use of a conveyor 
cylinder and a transport cylinder which lie substantially horizontal is well kno>yn in the art as 
exemplified by Jackson et al. For example, Fig.2 of Jackson et al. shows the conveyor cylinder 
34 and the transfer cylinder 36 which lie substantially in a horizontal plane. 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Buschulte et 
al. (US 5,797,326) in view of Hess (DE 197 07 157 A 1). 

Buschulte et al. teaches a device for dusting a printed sheet having substantially the 
structure as recited except the nozzles which are disposed behind a slit diaphragm. Hess teaches 
a powder dusting device having nozzles 9 disposed behind a slit diaphragm 27 or 37 as shown in 
Figs.3 and 4 of Hess. In view of the teaching of Jackson et al., it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the dusting device of Buschulte et al. by substituting 
the dusting device as taught by Hess to permit more precise control in the amount of powder to 
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be used during the blowing powder onto the printed sheet operation in place of the dusting 
device 40 of Buschulte et al.. 



The patents to Leib et al., Calbrix et al. and Schaede are cited to show other structures 
having obvious similarities to the claimed structure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anthony Nguyen whose telephone nxmiber is (571) 272-2169. 
The examiner can normally be reached daily from 9 AM to 5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Hirshfeld, can be reached on (571) 272-21 68. 

The fax phone number for this Group is (571) 273-8300. 



Conclusion 




Anthony Nguyen 
6/7/2006 
Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2800 



